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{ submit the following comments in response to the Loealism Notice of Propose%Ru\emakmg (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

cé‘n;me in.Res 6i1$ *ifo Logcalism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
NBboekerRy "&‘%33

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosmg to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First

Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FGC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

constientiousty objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals o force reporiing on such things as whio produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
Teview of cer@aim classes of applicants by tne Commissioners tnemseives would amount to coercion of
‘religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staif presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks ~ and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed R
. "NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incorapatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The Flrst
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2 The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects 1o the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message defivery
mandates on any religion.

{3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. ;The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporiing on such things as wno produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, eéxpensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks and curtailed service is contrary fo the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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1 submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed i ILROOM
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. .

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do hot share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose stch
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their

.values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2 The FGC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendrment forbids imposition of message defivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is hot properly dictated by any government agency — and

propusals 1o force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would irtrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. -

) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be [
.automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal -
review of cerizin classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of

religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they

correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sgueeze hiche and smaller market broadcasters, by-substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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1 submit the followmg-;comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakm @1&
"NPRW'), releassd Jan 24, 2008, In MB Daket No. 04.233,

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A num
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.
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(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice
people who do not share their valués. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would,impo
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their:
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has 1
rights to air time. Propesed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster :

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message dehvery
mandates on any religion.

kY

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice %
.of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and

proposals to force repoiting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on :
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. , 5

4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
-review-of certam:classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those Who stay true to their conseiences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beligfs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the i
public interest.

We urge the FCC not toiadopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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ey, Suomit the followingycomments inyresponseo the Losalism Netice of Proposed Rule
NPRAF) released Jan. 24, 2008, in M8 Dicket No. 04-235, posed Rulemaking U

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so ~ and must not be adopted.
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N The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice fro
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose s

unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadeasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
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- values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
' consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First

Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public aceess requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

t

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. .

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatlcally barred from routine renewal application progessing. The proposed mandatory spemal renewal

. review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of

religious broadcasters. ‘Those who stay trig to théir conseiences arid present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (2) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio jocation choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary tothe
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rul
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A riumber of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.
Q) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incorpatible viewpoints to shape their pragramming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and evéwone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposiiion of message delvery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice :
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and i
proposais 1o force reporiing on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on f
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
Teview of certain classes of applicants by the Comrmissioners themselves would amournt 1o coercion of ’
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they ;
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular

stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further

squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring :
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio focation choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Ru W

'NPRM", released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

()] The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take adwce from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their prograraming. The First

Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

consciertiously objects to the message. The First Amendrent forbids imposition of message dehvery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of speciﬁc editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency ~ and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what progrars would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to cosrcion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes o further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks ~ and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

‘We urge the FCG not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakindithe S
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No, 04-233. 7 B
N Lo
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A num %of —
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted. uﬁl_ gf
<t

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice
people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposais would imposq &ach

unconstitutional.mandates. Religious broadeasters who resist advice from those who don't share thetr
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to foliow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FGC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects fo the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

L

3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency —and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. -

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true 6 théir conssiences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and poientially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (&) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks ~ and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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1 submit the following. comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rul g
“‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No., 04-233, .

Any new FCG rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.
(1) . The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
. values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incormpatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

- (@) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscieriousiy objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposttion of message de\wery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such ihings as who produced what progrems would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automalmlly barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain dasses of appjcants by the Commissioners themsetves would amourt to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who' stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is oh the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio {ocation choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Ru ; )
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. : f

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do 50 — and must not be adopted.

1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose stich
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
cansciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape thelr programming. The First

Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present. '

(2 The FCC must not tumn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects o the message. The First Amendment Torbids imposttion of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and

‘proposals {o force reporiing on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners tnernselves would amourt to cosrcion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular :
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further

squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring

staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

'%_M‘ Date 6/40(?

Signature |
(ﬁ)rldy é) (1 ﬁ%ﬁﬁx ?f ' /Z/Cﬁjg;éz Mﬂ
Name 57& 5/”?_ /Oﬂ
ﬁ//) Phone
Title (if any)
i

Organization (if any)




RECEIVED & INSPECTED |

hﬁ%ﬁe es%%sg&tor LggalismilNotiée:5PRioposedRulemaking ,E APR 10 TR

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Nofice of Proposed Rule{wmk/l AILROOM
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. :

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not viclate First Amendment rights. A number of
_proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from

- people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose stich

- unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosrng to follow their own
caonsciences, rather than allowing incormpatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiousty objects 1o the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message de\wery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency —and

proposals 1o force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of ceriain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller markest sécular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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C We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,
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I submit the following commenits in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rul l‘Ea t
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must hot force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The Fiest ;
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects 1o the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCG must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especlally religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

C)) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing Is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes fo further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Ru W@.MA|LHOQM
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. :

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even foss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incorapatible viewnaints to shape their programming. The First

Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station info a public forum where anyone and everyone has |
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so ~ even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendrnent forbids imposition of message dehvery ;
mandates on any religion. Z

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
‘proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs woult intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

“4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatlcally barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory specual renewal
review of ceriain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

%) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze hiche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,
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Comments in Response to Localrsm Notrce of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04r-233

1 submit the fol!oyvmg comments in respoise to the Localism Natice of Proposed Rulemakl
“NPRM"), released dan. 24, 2608, in MB Dosket No. 04-233.

P%TED

Any new FCC rules policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A num
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adapted.

WEE @ms

Q) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advrce
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would imposg
uniconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share th
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster
particularly a religious broadcaster must present.

ch

APR 1 b 2008
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{2) ~  The FCC n‘Just not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

- conscientiously objectsito the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delrvery
mandates on any rellglon

h)

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice

of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and |
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on ' Lo
constrtutronally—protected editorial choices. . Co

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatrcally barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
. -reviewof certain clisses of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of (
religious broadcasters. ‘Those who stay true t6 thgir tonsciences and present only the messages they |
correspond to their bellefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings. 1

6 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeezs hiche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals wauld force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to %adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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1 submit thie vfcllowmgrcqmments rn,i"é‘épcnse o the Localism Netice of Proposed Rulemakm e S
““NERM'), released Jah. 94, 2008, in MB Dotket No. 04:233. a o~
22w
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A num .'_'(;of =i
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so —and must not be adopted. 3
pd <€

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impos ﬁrch
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share théi

FCC-MAILROOM

values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2 The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air tirrie. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects fo the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message dehvery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of speciﬁc editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not propetly dictated by any government agency ~ —and
proposals to force reporting on such thmgs as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editotial choices.

@ ‘The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatlcally barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review-of-certain.classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay tiue o théir conseiences and present only the messages they
cofrespond fo their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market:secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

Z//M /?% B s o &

Date

Signathre

(244 ,ﬁwﬁar  fowebe

Radiess S oy L5 5 /57
573 - g57- 72 9%

Phone

Name

Title (if any)

Organization (if. any)




Comments m«Response to Localism Notlce of Proposed Rulemaking
‘MB Docket No."04:233 :

2008

|FCC-MAILROOM

1 submit the following,comments i in respanse to-the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaki (the
*NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2%)08 in MB DSskef ﬁ% 04-233. P é( '8

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A n
proposals discussed in: the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

'¢)) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advi
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present. ‘

" 2) The FGC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has

rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so ~ even if a refigious broadcaster

" conscientiously objects:to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message dellvery

mandates on any relrgron

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not propetly dictated by any government agency ~ and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
-review of certain-classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. “Those who stay frue to-their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze hiche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a).by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not tofadopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed RUIemakl gthe :;
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. ‘-2'-‘ 2
il

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A nu
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be addpted.

RED
90.
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&) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopie who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't'share their
vaiues could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids Imposmon of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice

of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their coisciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller markst secuiar
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amehdient rights. A numbe
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and fust not be adopted.
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{1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice fro
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisofy board proposals would impose
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and everi loss of license for choosing to follow the n

amnrn—

consgciences, rather than allowing incormpatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, includirig the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where ahyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
cohseientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion. '

. A
(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The ¢choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not propetly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals fo foree reporting on such things as who produced what prograrits would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. . '

4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automafically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal

. - Yeyiew-of cerfain-classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of

religious broadcasters.” Those Who stay trud to-their cbhseiehces and present only the messages they
correspond to-their beliefs could face long, expensive-and potentially ruinbus renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadeasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sgueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiting
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force setvice cutbacks ~and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. : -

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the followmg comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakmg B N

“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. g o é

b

Any new FCC rules. policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A numb af o' =

proposals discussed i in, ‘the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted. ua.r % (.J
= .

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take adwce fr 8

people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose
unconstitutional mandaies Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their-
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosmg to follow their own ,
consciences, rather than allowing incompatiblé viewpoints to shape their programming. The First ‘
Amendment prohibits govermment, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster

particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2 The FCC must_not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has i
rights t6 air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster P

conscientiously objectsito the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message dehvery

mandates on any refigion. .

3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific edltorial decision-making information. The choice

of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force repoiting on such things as who produced what programs would intfrude on ‘
constltutronally-protected editotial choices. |

4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be ‘
automatrcally barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal

. _ review-of certgin classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of

relrglous broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they

correspond to their behefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Chnstran broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market| secular

stations. Keeping the electncrty flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further

squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring

staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices. ‘
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the ‘f
public interest. "

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulémaking

MB Docket No. 04-233

1.submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakm
“NPRM'), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. P ot

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A numbe
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

IVED &INSP L TED

¢ The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice fro
peoplée who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose

unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their

APR 10 2008
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values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own

consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

3] The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so -- even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message dellvery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency —and

proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would infrude on . |
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. .

4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory spemal renewal
-review of eertain classes.of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those: who stay true 1o théir cofiseitheés and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

5) Many .Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requirifig
staff presence. whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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5 ) stibr ") mthe follo\wng comnfegtwn respc‘i‘nse tothe oneallsm Notlce of Proposed Rulemaklng
*“N‘PR‘M')‘ Eledsed Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No., 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A num
. proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so = and must not be adopted.

o

¢)) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice fr @
people who do not shate their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadeasters who resist advice from those who don't share thei

values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosmg to follow th %wn

APR 1 b 2008
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consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohlblts government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2 The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public ateess requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of speciﬁc editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, espegially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency ~ and
proposals to.force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing.- The proposed mandatory special renewal
. . review.of certain classes. of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of .
religious broadcasters. Those who stay trié to-théir consciéncés and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face lbng, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

B . Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the-air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public inferest.

We urge the f-'CC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A numb

24, 5008, ih MB Docket No. 04-233.
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proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so = and must not be adopted.

4] The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice fr
people vth do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose pijgh
uriconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advics from those who don't share thei

TRECENED
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APR 15 2008

values could face increased harassment, complaints and even Ioss of license for choosing to follow thelt own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dittating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
patrticularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not'turn every radio sfation into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The Fitst Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion. =.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial degision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency ~ and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. . :

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would!b‘é?
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory speciafiéfiéwal
- - . -review.of.certain-classes of applicants by the Comnissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. ‘Those Who stay trie to-their c‘:bh§biéh6f‘eﬁ§~ &nd present only the messages they
corfespond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruihous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian breadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks —and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

k |

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Cpmments In Resporisé.to Localism Notice-of ProposethRiileraking
'ﬁ%nﬁbckeﬁﬂo. 04:233 \ , &

En N‘f‘ﬂ§p%§@"§ésﬁ!{9 jingledrimentsiinires %ﬁéégd‘ﬁﬁﬂfé‘éélﬁm Notice of Proposed Rlemakilfg
*NPRE), rfedsecdan. £4, 2008 e Bckemhlo, idata .

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A nurher of

APR 1 § 2008

proposals discussed in the NPRI, if enacted, would do so = and must not be adopted. =
‘ ' , =
(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advic Yebm

people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would imp uch
uriconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist adviea from those who don't share
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own

- consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCG, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights o air tirie. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects fo the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FGC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not propétly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on .
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. -

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal

- review.of sertain-classes.of applicants by.the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of

religious broadcasters. Those Who stay tnié to-théir coriseienées and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal praceedings.

5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and:smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whl&lev.er a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force setvice cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. '

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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' Comments in Response te Loeallsm Notice of Proposetl Rulemakmg
MB Docket No. O4s23‘3

1 submit the follow;ng&comments in-response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Ru\ema\(m 8
“NPRW), released eian 24, 2008, W MB Dicket No. 04-233, &2

Any new FCC rules policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A num Q of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(H The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not shate their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would imposg
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share thii
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow t

ECC-MAILROOM

——

consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCG, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster. must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objectsi to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any rellgchn

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especlally religious programming, is not propetly dictated by any government agency — and

proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on .
constltutlonally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatlcally barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. |Those who stay frué to-their tonsciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their bellefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5 Many Chnstlan broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secutar
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes {o further
squeeze hiche and smallér market broadeastets, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a)iby requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to:adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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ﬁam ents ipResponse to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakmg
OocketNo.04-233 -

C “Tsubimit tne‘\follomng o emsimnl:esp.gﬁse to the Loealism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
“NPRM’) rg}i"ease’cfi Jan. 4, 2 08:?:‘1 MBDacket No. 04:233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number’
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so = and must not be adopted. )

(N The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice fr
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share thei
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow th

Foun

APR1 5 2008

FCC-MAILROOM

consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present. ‘

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposéd public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not propetly dictated by any government agency ~ and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatic:ally barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal

~review-of ceftain classes.of applicants by the Commissioners themselwes would amount to coercion of

religious broadcasters. ‘fhess'Who ‘sthy tiig to-théir conseienées and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedlngs

(5) Many Christian broadeasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

or.policies discussed above.
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‘Comments i m Response fo Locallsrn Notlce bf Proposed Rulemaking
; ME Docket No. 04-233 g
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1 submit the fog’owmg comments.inirespanse.to the Localism Notice of Propased Rulemaking

"NPRIV), relegsgs i 24, 3008, n MB Dkt No. 04938

Any new FCC g‘ules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A numb
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not he adapted.

EVEQ

4] The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice fr :
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose I&eh *
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First §
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCG, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster j
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

[&&C

4] The FCC must not turn every radio station info a public forum where anyone and everyone has |
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objectsito the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery ?
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC rﬁust not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government.agency - and !

proposals to force repoiting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatxcally barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal ‘
- . . -review of ceridin classe§ of applicants.by the Commaissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. [Those who stay frue totheir conseiences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliéfs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings. |

)] Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular 1
stations. Keeping the electnmty flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes 1o further {
squeeze hiche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring i
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices. ?

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the “
public interest. :

We urge the FCC not to;’adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above. “
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| submit tho« fa!lowmg comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the“NPRM?), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

-~ Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted

(1) The FCC must not force radio stat:ons especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don’t share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who praduced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed

service is contrary to the public interest. =
fieceived & ST
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We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discusseggpgt
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The Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau
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Racaived & insnarted

APR 15 2008
Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233 eC0 Mas o0

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking (the "NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A
number of proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so —and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their vaiues. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those
who don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of
license for choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints
to shape their programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC,

- from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio siation into a public forurmn where anyone and everyone
has rights to air time_  Proposed public access requirements would do so— even if a religious
broadcaster conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of
message delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The
choice of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any
government agency — and proposais to force reporting on such things as who produced what
programs would intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory

~ special renewal review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would
amount to coercion of religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and
present only the messages they correspond {o their beliefs could face long, expensive and
potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to
further squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways:
(a) by requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main
studio location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and
curiailed service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In Response to Locallsm Notice of Proposed Rulemaling APR 45 2068
MB Docket No. 04-233
i\ . o E,\
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed ?F;Qemaﬁgg (the ’
“NPRM™, released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC niles, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do 5o — and must not be adopted.

1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadeasters, to take advice from
paople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposais would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. - Religious broadeasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amandment prohibits govermment, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints 2 broadcaster,
particularly a refigious broadeaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must nof tum every radio station into a publie forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so ~ even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3 The FGC must not force revelation of spacific editorial decision-making information. The cheice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any govemment agency — and
proposals 10 force raporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4} The FGC must not establish a two-liered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount 1o coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who slay rue to their consclences and presant only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceadings.

{5 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the slectricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
suuseze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (2) by requiring
stafi presence whenaver & station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising cosls with these proposals would foree service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
puiblic interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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